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(a)   The completion of tortious acts;
(b)   Injury, i.e., the invasion of interests.
The traditional American rule following the latter local
connection is essentially nearer to this view than any other
present conflicts law. The two places indicated, in fact, are
in most cases identical.
Considering, however, that these places are different in
significant cases, it would seem desirable to stress one or the
other local connection according to the characteristics of the
various liabilities. We have found that tort claims based on
the right of vicinity or on mining law ought to be determined
by the law of the place where the physical act is done. This
represents a group of liabilities based on local restrictions
to the freedom of acting. On the other hand, absolute and
rigid liabilities for damages should be exclusively governed
by the law of the place where the injury has been suffered.
This does not exclude, in addition, giving an injured person
an option between the liability for risk at the place of the
injury and a liability for negligence otherwise localized and
correspondingly governed.
Indeed, as a general rule, intentional torts and negligence
are subjected most conveniently to the law of the place
where tortious acting at a distance is completed, even when
an injury ensues only at another place. The defect of an
automobile or of a machine originating in a factory in state
X may be the object of a tort action based on the fault com-
mitted in X, but such negligence cannot properly be said
to have been committed in state Y, if it causes harm there.
Nevertheless, the injury in Y may raise an action on the
ground of mere risk under the law of Y.
Numerous groups of torts, however, need special local-
izations, according to their most characteristic territorial
connections. Thus, fraud has been aptly localized by the
Restaters at the place where the deceived person delivers